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journal homepage: www.ejfs.orgEDITORIALBeing an authorScientiﬁc writing is a demonstration of creativity and is a
highly regarded attribute among physicians. Authoring a sci-
entiﬁc paper has multiple beneﬁts: from academic fame to ca-
reer promotion.1 With its widespread appraisal especially by
the academia, the number of physicians participating in scien-
tiﬁc publication has been increasing. However, this has also in-
vited some unethical practices in terms of authorship issues.2
From the late 1600s until about 1920, sole authorship used
to be the norm of scientiﬁc publication.3 This was largely
abandoned by the 1980s and nowadays, shared authorship is
common in most academic disciplines.4 Any issue of Nature to-
day has nearly the same number of articles and letters as one
from 1950, but about four times as many authors.3 Similarly,
the number of authors per article published in the journal Neu-
rosurgery increased from 1.8 in 1945 to 4.6 in 1995.5 While this
trend, may reﬂect the increasing complexity of modern day re-
search with multidisciplinary involvement and international
collaborations, it could also be contributed by inappropriate
authorship.6
According to the International Committee of Medical Jour-
nal Editors (ICMJE), authorship credit should be based on: (a)
substantial contributions to conception and design, or acquisi-
tion of data, or analysis and interpretation of data; (b) drafting
the article or revising it critically for important intellectual
content; and (c) ﬁnal approval of the version to be published.7
To qualify as an author, one should have met all of these three
conditions. However, not all authors listed in scientiﬁc publi-
cations meet these criteria.
The so called ‘‘gift’’ or ‘‘honorary’’ authors are individuals
who are granted authorship even though they have not con-
tributed signiﬁcantly to a manuscript.8,9 Surveys have esti-
mated the prevalence of honorary authorship to be at 11–
60%.8 A common scenario is gifting authorship to the head
of the department in a research conducted by a postgraduate
trainee or fellow.10 The principal investigator may add the
name of an eminent scientist to increase the credibility of a re-Peer review under responsibility of Forensic Medicine Authority.
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http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejfs.2012.10.002search and enhance its chances of publication. Honorary
authorship may also be a manifestation of coercion from se-
nior professionals to junior colleagues.11 Sometimes there is
a ‘‘reciprocal’’ arrangement, under which authorships are
gifted to repay favors.8
One of the most troublesome types of inappropriate
authorship is the so called ‘‘ghost’’ authorship. Ghost authors
are individuals who despite contributing signiﬁcantly in re-
search, data analysis, and/or writing of a manuscript, are not
mentioned in the author byline.12 A common form of ghost
authorship is the suppression of a junior colleague (a postgrad-
uate student or fellow) who despite contributing signiﬁcantly
to a research, goes unnamed in the ﬁnal publication.8 The
other more dangerous form is a writer appointed by a pharma-
ceutical or device company who writes manuscripts on their
behalf. A reputed scientist is then approached by the company
for allowing his name to be mentioned as the author of this
manuscript. The original writer is never included in the author-
ship byline.13 The listed author might not even read the man-
uscript, but the readers get a false impression of endorsement
of a theme or concept from an expert.
Both gift authorship and ghost authorship are known to be
fairly common.12,14 According to a study of Cochrane review
articles in biomedicine, 39% of the publications included hon-
orary authors and 9% had ghost authors.6 Both types of
behavior are fraudulent, ethically inappropriate and can some-
times lead to adverse public health outcomes. These malprac-
tices eventually lead to a decrease in the credibility of any
published research among the medical fraternity and the gen-
eral public.13
It is therefore important that we take appropriate corrective
actions to bring this practice to an end. ICMJE authorship cri-
teria should be strictly followed. Medical journals should re-
quire disclosure of exact contribution of each author in the
manuscript as well as incorporate aspects such as author
accountability in the published research. Research institutions
should develop policies about the importance of upholding
ethical standards of authorship. Efforts should also be made
to increase awareness of these deeds of misconduct among
authors, reviewers, editors and the overall scientiﬁc commu-
nity. Lastly, as Dr. Barbour puts it, ‘‘Authorship of a scientiﬁc
or medical paper must be returned to something that can be a
source of pride, and which is deserved and earned – and
declared’’.15by Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
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